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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Claims 1-7, 9-45, and 47-59 are pending. This action is in response to the 
remarks received July 17, 2007. 

Response to Arguments 

The rejection of claims 1-7, 9-45, and 47-59 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
unpatentable by Ludwig et al. (US 2003/0167229) is maintained. 

Upon a closer examination, Applicants arguments filed July 17, 2007 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

In response to the arguments concerning the previously rejected claims the 
following comments are made: 

Applicant alleges that the prior art made of record fails to teach a tag that indicates 
a response format associated with the requesting entity. The examiner disagrees with 
applicant's representative since Ludwig teaches a tag that indicates a response format 
associated with the requesting entity (para. 0089, 0112-0113. 0022. 0027. 0031, 0034. 0036. 
0039, 0044, and 0051 ). As Applicant defines in the specification, a tag is "the type of 
corresponding response message required" (abstract). Thus Ludwig discloses a tag 
when he discloses a mark. He discloses mark as closing all invoices that are selected. 
The system may display to the user a confirmation message before the invoices are 
closed, e.g., "You have selected 24 invoices to close. Are you sure you want to close 
these invoices?" The system may not permit closed invoices to appear in any active 
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queries. The system may subject invoices that are marked as closed to host archiving 
and purging criteria. In addition, the biller system permits a user to mark an invoice as 
closed by selecting desired invoices and clicking on the "Paid through another source" 
button. For example, "Close" may cause the system to mark as closed all invoices that 
are selected. Another example from Luldwig is an ordered listbox of fields marked for 
export with two buttons for moving fields between listboxes; up and down buttons may 
allow the field export order to be changed); and file formats (a listbox that allows the file 
format to be selected. 

With regards to the claims rejected as taught by Ludwig, the examiner would like 
to point out that the reference teaches the claimed limitations and thus provides 
adequate support for the claimed limitations. Therefore, the examiner maintains that 
Ludwig taught the claimed limitations. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the-United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-7, 9-45, and 47-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Ludwig et al. (US 2003/01 67229). 
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Re claim 1 , Ludwig teaches a method for processing requests for information in an 
electronic invoice presentment and payment system including at least a requesting entity and 
a server system interconnected by a network (abstract: fio.1) . the method comprising: 

receiving a request configured in a first format at the server system, wherein the 
request includes a tag that indicates a response format associated with the requesting entity 
(para. 0089. 01 12-01 13. 0022. 0031. 0034. 0039. 0044, and 0051: Ludwig discloses mark as 
corresponding to tag. He discloses the predefined format is an extensible markup language 
(XML) schema and the data files are XML messages. He further discloses the template 
settings a rea mav contain the following exemplary controls (which the system may be 
adapted to store as global information on the database): fields and export order (may contain 
a listbox of the available invoice fields and an ordered listbox of fields marked for export with 
two buttons for moving fields between listboxes: up and down buttons mav allow the field 
export order to be changed): and file formats (a listbox that allows the file format to be 
selected ): 

generating a response associated with the request (para. 0032. 0054. 0068. and 
0072: Ludwig generates response by email notices ): 

transforming the response to the response format based on the tag (para. 0027 and 
0036: Ludwig discloses the step of converting the invoice file from one format to another 
format base on the response ): and 

making the transformed response available to the requesting entity (para. 0086: 
Ludwig displays the reguesting entity bv allowing users to edit and modify current invoice) . 
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Re claims 2 and 40, Ludwig teaches first format and the response format are identical 
(para. 0032. 0121. and 0125: Ludwig teaches identical functions ). 

Re claims 3 and 41, Ludwig teaches request was initiated by the requesting entity 
through the network (para. 0049. 0054. and 0072: figs. 1-2: Ludwig discloses transaction 
request in a network) . 

Re claims 4, 1 0, 1 2, 22, 26, 31 , 35, 42, 50-51 , and 57, Ludwig teaches tag indicates a 
type of XSL conversion and transforming the format of the response comprises: using the 
type of XSL conversion indicated in the tag to convert the response to the first format (para. 
0036: Ludwig discloses the step of converting invoice file from one format to another format) . 

Re claims 5, 9, 13-14, 43, and 47, Ludwig teaches making request types available to 
the requesting entity; receiving a selection of a request type from the requesting entity; and 
generating the request configured in the first format based on the selection and the 
requesting entity (figs. 3-5: Ludwig illustrates the steps in making reguest by messages and 
invoice responses ). 

Re claims 6, 1 5, 21 , 24-25, 29-30, 36, 44, 48, 53, and 55-56, Ludwig teaches 
determining whether the request is in XML format; and converting the request to a particular 
XML format in the event the request is not in XML format (para. 0005: fig. 2) . 

Re claims 7, 27, 32, 45, 52, and 58, Ludwig teaches particular XML format is based 
on a type of the request (para. 0022-0024: fig. 3) . 

Re claims 11 and 28, Ludwig teaches a method for processing a response message 
associated with a request message corresponding to a requesting entity in an electronic 
invoice presentment and payment system (para. 0022-0030) . comprising: 
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receiving a response message in a first format (para. 0030: fig. 3: Ludwig discloses 
verify the format of XML messages ): 

converting the response message to a second format based on an indicator included 
in the request message (para. 0027-0030 and 0036: Ludwig discloses the step of converting 
the invoice file from one format to another format base on the response ): and 

sending the converted response message to the requesting entity such that the 
second format is the same format as that of the request message (para. 0027. 0032. 0036: 
Ludwig sending e-mail notices of the invoices to one or more paver systems in relation to 
XML formatted message ). 

Re claim 16 and 23, Ludwig teaches an electronic invoice presentment and payment 
system for processing request messages (para. 0022-0030: abstract: fig. 1 ). comprising: 

a requesting entity for generating a first request in a first format (para. 0032. 0054. 
0068. and 0072: Ludwig generates response by email notices ): 

a web server for receiving the first request and generating a first request message in 
a second format based on the first request (para. 0027-0030 and 0036: figs. 1-2) : and 

a servlet for receiving the first request message, determining a format for a response 
message based on an indicator included in the first request message, validating the first 
request message, requesting data from a server process based on the first request 
message, receiving response data from the server process, converting the response data 
into a response message in the second format (para. 0020-0025. 0027(validating). 
0032(convert). 0051: fig. 1 ): 
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transforming the response message to the first format based on the determined 
format for the response message (para. 0027 and 0036: Ludwig discloses the step of 
converting the invoice file from one format to another format base on the response ). 

Re claim 17, Ludwig teaches servlet operates within a billing manager configured to 
manage electronic invoice presentment and payment operations associated with the 
requesting entity (para. 0072. 0085. 0089. and 0096: Ludwig discloses the billing system to 
mark an invoice with message reguest from system administrator ). 

Re claims 18-20, Ludwig teaches first format is one of XML, HTML and WML and the 
second format is XML (para. 0025-0026 ). 

Re claims 33-34, 37-39, 49, 54, and 59, Ludwig teaches a method as claimed in 
claims 1, 11, 16, 23, and 28. Therefore the rationale applied in the rejection of claims 1,11, 
16, 23, and 28 applies herein. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Thu Thao Havan whose telephone number is (571) 272-81 11. The 
examiner can normally be reached during her flexitime schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Kalinowski can be reached on (571) 272-6771. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273- 
8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http ://pair-d irect-uspto. gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at (866) 217-9197ltoll-free)/ 
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